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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 January 2008 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement., 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on 18 March 2004 is/are: a)D accepted or b)E3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-10 are pending in this application. 

Drawings 

2. The drawing is objected to because figure 13 should be designated by a legend 
such as --Prior Art-- because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP 

§ 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement 
sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 
1 84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new arid useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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5. As per claim 9 the preamble is directed to apparatus claims, but appearing to be 
comprised of software alone without claiming associated computer hardware required 
for execution. For example, claim 9 recited a monitoring item acquiring unit, a browse 
screen display time adjusting unit and a integrated monitor screen data generating unit 
are all software modules/functions. Software alone is directed to a non-statutory subject 
matter. Applicant is suggested to make the following change: 

Line 1 , insert after "system", -- running on a computer, -. 

6. As per claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the program is not 
stored in the computer-readable medium, to be executed by a computer. Applicant is 
suggested to make the following changes: 

Line 1 , replace "having" with - storing »; 
Line 2, remove "provided thereon". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 1-3, 6, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Watanabe et al (US 2003/0233387). 

9. The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

10. As per claim 1 , Watanabe et al teaches the invention as claimed including a job 
status monitoring method of monitoring statuses of jobs executed on a computer 
(Paragraph [0089]), comprising the steps of: 

acquiring schedule information (Paragraph [0009]) indicating a schedule of 
execution of a job and pre-setting (Paragraph [0037] an item of execution monitoring 
start date and time indicating a date and time to start monitoring the job and an item of 
execution monitoring end date and time indicating a date and time to finish monitoring 
the job (Paragraph [0103] and see figure 8); 

selecting, when a pre-set browsing time zone represented by an item of a pre-set 
browsing start date and time indicating a day and a point of time to start browsing a 
monitored status and an item of a pre-set browsing end date and time indicating a date . 
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and time to finish browsing a monitored status overlaps with a pre-set monitoring time 
zone represented by the execution monitoring start date and time and the execution 
monitoring end date and time, a job to which the execution monitoring start date and 
time and the execution monitoring end date and time are specified and setting the job 
as a monitoring item to be monitored (Paragraphs [0091]-[0092] and see figure 5); and 
creating monitor screen data to display a monitored status of the job selected as 
the browsing item (paragraph [0044]). 

11. As per claim 2, Watanabe et al teaches the invention as claimed comprising the 
step of pre-setting the execution monitoring start date and time item and the execution 
monitoring end date and time item using the execution start schedule date and time 
item of a job and a execution result time obtained from a result of execution of the job 
(Paragraph [0135], lines 9-15 and paragraph [0136, lines 7-12). 

1 2. As per claim 3, Watanabe et al teaches the invention as claimed comprising the 
step of pre-setting the execution monitoring start date and time item and the execution 
monitoring end date and time item by adding a predetermined period of time before and 
after a time zone between the execution start schedule date and time of the job and a 
point of time obtained by adding a execution result time of the job to the execution start 
schedule date and time (Paragraph [0128] and paragraph [0136], lines 7-12). 
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13. As per claim 6, Watanabe et al teaches the invention as claimed comprising the 
step of calculating, using a relationship between the execution result time obtained as 
results of execution of the job and the rate of operation of a computer executing the job, 
an execution time optimal value indicating a period of time required to execute the job at 
the rate of operation (Paragraph [0135], lines 9-15 and paragraph [0136, lines 7-12). 

14. As per claims 9 and 10, they're system and computer-readable medium claims of 
claim 1 , respectively; therefore, they're rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Watanabe et al (US 2003/0233387) in view of Oulu et al (US 6,792,460). 

17. As per claim 4, Watanabe et al does not teach the step of pre-setting the 
predetermined period of time using a rate of operation of a computer executing the job 
and a number of abnormal terminations of the job. 
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18. The Oulu reference teaches a application monitoring system for evaluating the 
performance of web-based or other software applications executed by an application 
server and the parameters of evaluating performance includes transaction response 
time and transaction pass/fail status (Column 4, lines 55-67). 

19. It would have been obvious at the time of the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains to have included a 
step in Watanabe et al to include monitoring analysis of job performance and failures so 
a user can set the predetermined period of time to compensate for slow job responses. 
The motivation comes from the desirability of being able to determine if there are certain 
jobs with long response times so that the monitor time window can be set to a 
predetermined time to monitor the whole job to compensate for those that take a long 
time (Oulu Column 9, lines 44-54). 

20. As per claim 5, Watanabe et al does not teach the step of obtaining a mean 
value of values of execution result time obtained as results of execution of the job. 

21 . The Oulu reference teaches a application monitoring system that generates 
reports for monitored transactions containing averages of various types of transaction 
execution values (Column 9, lines 8-33). 
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22. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Watanabe et al (US 2003/0233387) and Oulu et al (US 6,792,460) further in view of 
Yamamoto et al (US 2002/0032839). 

23. As per claim 7, Watanabe et al and Oulu et al do not teach the steps of: 
correcting information of the date and time using a time difference between a browsing 
location at which the monitored status is browsed and an execution location at which 
the job is executed; and selecting a browsing item using the information corrected in the 
preceding step. 

24. The Yamamoto reference teaches a web browser cache mechanism that 
corrects for time zone differences in time information such as date/time of check of 
browse information (Paragraph [0078] lines 24-27). 

25. It would have been obvious at the time of the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains to have modified the 
cutting machine monitoring system with the modifications as discussed above, further 
including a correcting means to correct for time zone differences between a browsing 
location and an execution location. The motivation comes from the problem of time zone 
conflicts, where a browsing location and an execution location will not always be 
necessarily be in the same area or country (Yamamoto, paragraph [0078] lines 24-27). 
A time specified in one part of the world, for example 2PM, is different from another part 
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of the world, as being 2AM. Therefore it is necessary to correct for the time-difference in 
order to get the desired results. 

26. As per claim 8, Watanabe et al does not teach the step of displaying, when an 
event indicating an abnormal termination of the job is received, the monitored status of 
the job also after a point of time indicated by the execution monitoring end date and 
time of the job. 

27. The Oulu reference teaches an application monitoring system where transaction 
performance, including transaction fail status, is monitored and stored in a central 
database to be viewed (Column 4, lines 55-67). 

Response to Arguments 

28. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 9 and 10 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL: See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KWOK W. LEE whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3557. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu and alternate Fridays 7:30- 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IK. W. U 

Examiner, Art Unit 2195 
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